THE   DEFENCE   OF  DEMOCRACY
of a capitalist economy is in fact constantly and auto-
matically translated into a political imperative. But
the 'necessity' of the maximal functioning of a capi-
talist economy (its bene esse} is not a necessity of this
kind. It is, indeed, a misnomer to speak of it as a
necessity at all. It is in no sense necessary that a
motor car should run well. If it runs moderately well,
and cgets you there5, it is good enough for most people.
If it does not run at all, it is scrapped. So that we may
say, metaphorically, that a certain minimal functioning
is 'necessary' to a motor car, because if it functions be-
low this point of efficiency, it is scrapped, and ceases to
be a motor car. But its optimum functioning depends
entirely upon the quality of satisfaction its owner de-
sires to obtain from it, and upon the price, in money
or in labour (i.e. in competing satisfactions), he is
willing to pay for this satisfaction. So it is with the
economy of a post-capitalist democracy. Its bene esse,
its optimum functioning, is in no sense necessary; on
the contrary it is entirely contingent on the price in
competing satisfactions the members of the society are
prepared to pay for this particular satisfaction. Are
they willing fito spurn delights and live laborious days'
for the sake of the optimum functioning of the economy?
Up to a certain point they may be; but such willingness
is the product of a moral education. Moreover, be-
yond a certain point, it is manifest that they will be
sacrificing more human satisfactions than they gain.
And to fix the point for a society of millions of people
at which the average gain in satisfactions, through
attaining a higher degree of efficiency in the functioning
no